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Abstract

We show that, for two non-trivial random variables X and Y under a
sublinear expectation space, if X is independent from Y and Y is inde-
pendent from X, then X and Y must be maximally distributed.

1 Introduction

Peng [7, [8 9, 10] introduced the important notions of distributions and in-
dependence under the sublinear expectation framework. Like classical linear
expectations, the independence play a key role in the sublinear analysis.

Unfortunately, Y is independent from X does not imply that X is indepen-
dent from Y. But if X and Y are maximally distributed, this holds true. A
natural problem is whether the maximal distribution is the only distribution?
In this paper, we give an affirmative answer to this problem.

This paper is organized as follows: in Section 2, we recall some basic results
of sublinear expectations. The main result is given and proved in Section 3.

2 Basic settings

We present some preliminaries in the theory of sublinear expectations. More
details of this section can be found in [7-14].

Let 2 be a given set and let H be a linear space of real functions defined on 2
such that ¢ € H for all constants ¢ and | X| € H if X € H. We further suppose
that if Xi,...,X, € H, then o(Xy,---,X,) € H for each ¢ € Cp ip(R"),
where Cj 1,,(R™) denotes the space of bounded and Lipschitz functions. #H is
considered as the space of random variables.

Definition 1 A sublinear expectation Eon?Hisa functional E:H — R satis-
fying the following properties: for all X, Y € H, we have
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(a) Monotonicity: E[X] > E[Y] if X > Y.

(b) Constant preserving: E[c] = ¢ for ¢ € R.
(c) Sub-additivity: E[X + Y] < E[X] + E[Y].
(d) Positive homogeneity: E]AX] = AE[X] for A > 0.

The triple (Q,H,fE) is called a sublinear expectation space (compare with a
probability space (2, F, P)).

Remark 2 If the inequality in (c) is equality, then E is a linear expectation on
H. We recall that the notion of the above sublinear expectations was systemat-
ically introduced by Artzner, Delbaen, FEber and Heath [1, [2], in the case where
Q is a finite set, and by Delbaen [3] for the general situation with the notation
of risk measure: p(X) := E[-X]. See also Huber [5] for even earlier study of
this notion | (called the upper expectation E* in Ch. 10 of [3]).

Remark 3 [t is easy to deduce from (d) that
EAX] = ATE[X] + A"E[-X] for A €R.

Remark 4 Let {Ey : 0 € ©} be a family of linear expectations defined on H.
Then

E[X] := SIGISEQ[X] for X e H

s a sublinear expectation. In fact, every sublinear expectation has this kind of
representation (see Peng [I1, [12]).

Let X = (X1,...,Xn), X; € H, denoted by X € H", be a given n-
dimensional random vector on a sublinear expectation space (2, H,E). We
define a functional on Cj. 1;,(R™) by

Fx|g] := E[p(X)] for all ¢ € Cp 1ip(R™).

The triple (R, Cy £ip(R™),Fx|[]) forms a sublinear expectation space. Fy is
called the distribution of X.

Definition 5 A mndomAvector X € H™ is said to have distributional uncer-
tainty if the distribution Fx is not a linear expectation.

The following simple property is very useful in sublinear analysis.

Proposition 6 Let X, Y € H be such that E[Y] = —E[-Y]. Then we have
E[X + Y] = E[X] +E[Y].

In particular, if B[Y] = E[-Y] =0, then E[X + Y] = E[X].



Proof. It is simply because we have E[X + Y] < E[X] + E[Y] and
E[X 4+ Y] > E[X] - E[-Y] = E[X] + E[Y].

O
Noting that E[¢] = —E[—¢] = ¢ for all ¢ € R, we immediately have

E[X +c = R[X] +c.

The following notion of independence plays an important role in the sublinear
expectation theory.

Definition 7 Let (Q,H,E) be a sublinear expectation space. A random vector
Y =(Y1,---,Y,) € H"™ is said to be independent from another random vector
X =(X1, -, X)) € H™ under IET[] if for each test function ¢ € Cy rip(R™ X
R™) we have

Elp(X,Y)] = E[E[p(z, Y)]o=x]-

Remark 8 Under a sublinear expectation space, Y is independent from X
means that the distributional uncertainty of Y does not change after the re-
alization of X = x. Or, in other words, the “conditional sublinear expectation”
of Y knowing X is Blo(z,Y)]eex. In the case of linear expectation, this notion
of independence is just the classical one.

It is important to note that under sublinear expectations the condition “Y
is independent from X” does not imply automatically that “X is independent
from Y”. See the following example:

Example 9 We consider a case where E is a sublinear expectation and X,Y €
H are identically distributed with E[X] = E[-X] = 0 and 62 = E[X?] > o® =
—E[-X?]. We also assume that E[|X]|] = E[XT + X~] > 0, thus E[XT] =
1E[|X| 4+ X] =3E[|X|] > 0. In the case where Y is independent from X, we
have . A A
EXY?] =E[XT6% - X % = (% — ®)E[X ] > 0.
But if X is independent from Y we have
RE[XY?] =0.

The following is a representation theorem of the distribution of a random
vector (see [4} 6] [14]).

Theorem 10 Let X € H" be a n-dimensional random vector on a sublinear
expectation space (Q, H,E). Then there exists a weakly compact family of prob-
ability measures P on (R™, B(R™)) such that

Fx[p) = Blp(X)] = max Eplg] for all ¢ € Gy ip(R").



Definition 11 A n-dimensional random vector X € H" on a sublinear expec-
tation space (Q,H,E) is called maximally distributed if there exists a closed set
I' C R™ such that

Fx[g] = Elp(X)] =supp(z) for all p € Cyrip(R™).

zel

Remark 12 In Peng [11, [1Z], the definition of maximal distribution demands
the convezity of I'. Here, we still call it the mazimal distribution without the
convezity of I' for convenience.

3 Main result

We now discuss some cases under which X is independent from Y and Y is
independent from X. In this section, we do not consider the following two
trivial cases:

(i) The distributions of X and Y are linear;

(ii) At least one of X and Y is constant.
The following example is a non-trivial case.

Example 13 Let Q = R?, H = Cy.1;p(R?) and let Ky and Ko be two closed
sets in R. We define

Elp] =  sup  @(z,y) for all p € Co.rip(R?).
(z,y)€K1XK2

It is easy to check that £(x,y) := x is independent from n(x,y) := y and n is
independent from &.

We will prove that this is the only case. The following theorem is the main
theorem in this section.

Theorem 14 Suppose that X € H has distributional uncertainty and Y € H
is not a constant on a sublinear expectation space (Q,'H,IET). If X is indepen-
dent from'Y and Y is independent from X, then X and Y must be mazimally
distributed.

In order to prove this theorem, we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 15 Suppose X € H has distributional uncertainty on a sublinear ex-
pectation space (Q, H,E). Then there exists a ¢ > 0 such that E[p(X)] =1 and

—E[-p(X)] < 1.



Proof. We first claim that there exists a ¢o > 0 such that —E[—po(X)] <
E[po(X)]. Otherwise, for each ¢ > 0, we have E[p(X)] = —E[—¢(X)]. For each
v € Ch.rip(R), let M :=inf{p(z) : x € R}, then M + ¢ > 0 and

Elp(X)] + M = Elp(X) + M] = —E[-¢(X) = M] = —E[-o(X)] + M,

which implies that E[p(X)] = —E[—p(X)] for each ¢ € Cp ip(R). Tt follows
from Proposition [6] that

Efp(X) + (X)) = Elp(X)] + E[p(X)] for each ¢, 9 € Cy 1ip(R),

which contradics our assumption. We then take ¢* = (E[po(X)]) " 1¢o > 0. It
is easy to verify that E[p*(X)] = 1 and —E[—¢*(X)] < 1, the proof is complete.
O

Lemma 16 Suppose X andY are as in Theorem[I4] If X is independent from
Y and Y s independent from X, then we have

E[(v(Y) —E[p(Y))T] =0 for all ¥ € Cyrip(R).

Proof. It follows frgm Lemma that there existg a ©* > 0 such that
Elp*(X)] =1 and —E[—¢*(X)] < 1. We set ¢ = —E[—¢p*(X)] € [0,1) and
define

G(a) = Elap*(X)] = aVE[p* (X)) + a E[—p*(X)] = aT —ea™ for a € R.
Note that Y is independent from X, then we have
Elp*(X)9(Y)] = EE[p(Y)]e"(X)] = GE[(Y)]) for all ¢ € Cp1ip(R). (1)

On the other hand, X is independent from Y, then we get

Efp* (X)(Y)] = B[E[ (y)e* (X)]y=y] = E[G((Y))] for all y € Cb.Lip(R)(' :
2
Combining ([2)) with (), we obtain

E[G((Y))] = GE[p(Y)]) for all ¢ € Cy1ip(R). (3)

Noting that G o ¢ € Cp 1ip(R) for each ¢ € Cy.1ip(R), applying equation (3) to
G o1, we have
E[G o G(Y))] = G o GE[)(Y)]) for all ¢ € Cp rip(R).

Denote
G"=GoGo---0G,
~—_————

continuing the above process, we can get

E[G" ((Y)] = GE[(Y)]) for all ¢ € Cp.rip(R). (4)



It is easy to check that G°"(a) = a™ —&™a~. By
E[G (w(Y)] - E[T (V)] = B (V) -y~ (V)] - Elp* (V)] < e"Elp™ (V)]

and GM(E[Y(Y)) = BT — e™(E[p(Y)])~, we can deduce by letting
n — oo that

ET (V)] = B[p(Y)])T for all ¢ € Cp.Lip(R). (5)

For each ¢ € Cy.1;p(R), applying equation (Bl to V=1 — I@[z/;(Y)], we obtain
the result. The proof is complete. [

Proof of Theorem [I4l It follows from Theorem that there exists a
weakly compact family of probability measures P on (R, B(R)) such that

Fy[¢] =E[p(Y)] = max Ep[y] for all ¢ € Cy.rip(R). (6)

For this P, we set

¢(A) := sup P(A) for all A € B(R). (7)
pPeP

By Lemma [[6] and (@]), we have

E[(y(Y) = Blp(Y)))*] = max Ep[(¢ = E[p(Y)))*] =0 for all § € Cp 1ip(R).
(8)
From this, it is easy to obtain that ¢({y : ¥(y) > E[¢(Y)]}) = 0 for each
¥ € Cp.1ip(R). For each given g € Cp.1ip(R), we set

A:={yeR:y(y) = E[Lo(Y)]}.

It is easy to verify that A is a closed set. We first assert that c¢(A) > 0.
Otherwise,

c{y : doly) > Elo(V)]}) < c({y : Yoly) > E[po(Y)]}) +c(4) =0,  (9)
by (@) and (@), we get

E[yo(Y)] = max Ep[tho] < Efho(Y)],

this is a contradiction, thus ¢(A) > 0. We then claim that there exists a yo € A
such that

Y(yo) < E[p(Y)] for all ¥ € Cy 1ip(R).

Otherwise, for each § € A, there exists a ¢ € Cj ip(R) such that () >
E[((Y)]. Note that ¢({y : ¥(y) > E[((Y)]}) = 0, then there exists a & > 0 such
that ¢([§ — €, 9 + €]) = 0. Noting that A is closed, by the Heine-Borel theorem,
there exists a sequence {(yn,en) : n = 1,2, -} such that

A CUnlYn — €n,Yn +€n] and c([yn — €n, yn +€n]) = 0.



Thus, ¢(A) < 3% ¢([yn — €nsYn + €n]) = 0, which contradicts to ¢(A) > 0.
Take B = cl({yo : Yo € Cp.ip(R)}) and P’ = {§, : y € B}, then

Fy [y = B[ (V)] = max Ep[¢] for all ¢ € Cy1ip(R),
which implies that Y is maximally distributed. Similarly, we can prove that X
is maximally distributed. The proof is complete.

Remark 17 It is easy to check that (X,Y) is mazimally distributed. Since
Y =,...,Y) € H™ independent from X = (X1,...,X,) € H" implies Y;
independent from X; fori <m and j < n, the result of Theorem[I4] still holds.

Definition 18 Let (Q,H,E) be a sublinear expectation space. A random vector
Y € H" is said to be weakly independent from another random vector X € H™
under E[-] if

Elp(X)y(Y)] = EE[p(x)d(Y)]e=x] for each ¢,9 € Cp Lip(R).

Remark 19 It is easy to see from the proof that the result of Theorem [I]] still
holds under weak independence.

Problem 20 Whether weak independence is independence? Moreover, what
kind of sets can determine sublinear expectations? Whether Ho := {p(z)¥(y) :
0, € Cy.rip(R)} is enough to determine sublinear expectations?
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